THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Ofice of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 27711

DATE: AUG 22 1980
SUBJECT: The Use of Pernmit Conditions to Define Potential to Emt

FROM Richard G Rhoads, Director
Control Prograns Devel opnent Division (MDD 15)

TGO Thomas W Devine, Director
Air and Hazardous Materials Division, Region IV

This is in response to your nmenorandum of July 15, 1980 requesting
gui dance on using pernit conditions to define a source's "potential to
emt." Specifically, you cited a gasoline bulk term nal that had requested
a change in their State operating pernmt that would lint gasoline
t hroughout such that the term nal's VOC emi ssions would remain under 100
tons per year (TPY). The purpose of this request by the bulk term nal was
to obviate the need for RACT controls at their facility.

Prior CPDD gui dance has provided that urban and rural nonattai nnent
areas not needing an extension until 1987 (by virtue of a denonstration of
attai nnment by 1982) nmay have a source cutoff size of 100 tons per year.
The use of permt nodification to conply with the 100 TPY cutoff was not
addr essed.

The recently published PSD regul ati ons (FR 52676, dated August 7,

1980) include as part of the definition of "potential to emit": "any
physical or operational limtation on the capacity of the source to enmt a
pol lutant, including air pollution control equipnment and restriction on

hours of operation or on the type or anount of material conbusted, stored
or processed may be treated as part of its design only if the limtation or
the effect it would have on enmissions is Federally enforceable.”

Source pernmits with conditions which are duly adopted by the State
and subm tted and then approved by EPA as part of the SIP are Federally
enforceable. Therefore, it would appear that a restriction or condition on
a State operating permt that would Iimt gasoline throughput such that the
termnal is a 100 TPY source, the gasoline throughput of the term nal as
well as the enmissions fromgasoline storage tanks at the facility nust be
added together. (See attached nenorandum dated August 8, 1980 from G T.

Hel ms, Chief, CPOB, to John Hani sch, Mbile Source Em ssions Section,
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Region I.) Care should be taken in determ ning the extent of several of
storage facilities as there may be nmany tanks under one person's control at
a large pipeline tank farm

Determ nation of a daily emssions limt of corresponding gasoline
t hroughput, commensurate with the <100 TPY | evel nust be nade for the
inclusion in the permt. Thus, the source will be restricted fromemtting
at a 100+ TPY rate during the ozone season (sunmer) while conplying with
the annual restriction of <100 TPY. In addition, as a permt condition,
provi sion nust be made for record keeping and periodically reporting
gasol i ne throughput. Long-term averages of gasoline throughput woul d not be
accept abl e.

Also, in that the original emission limt for this source is
incorporated in the approved SIP for Meckl enburg County, the State nust
submit a revised attai nnent denonstration ensuring that RFP is naintained
and that attainment by Decenmber 31, 1982 is achieved. This would be
especially inmportant if numerous sources were requesting changes in their
operating permts.

In sunmary, in determning 100 nore per year sources, operating
restrictions on permts may be used under certain conditions to define
potential to emit. Permts nust specify proper record keeping, reporting
requi renents, and any other conditions deened necessary to ensure
conpliance with the operating restrictions.

Pl ease contact Tom Hel ns (FTS 629-5226) or Bill Pol gl ase (FTS
629- 6251) shoul d you have any questi ons.

At t achnent



UNI TED STATES ENVI RONVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Ofice of Air Quality Planning and Standards
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 27711

DATE: AUG 8 1980

SUBJECT: Request for Confirmation of the Definition of a 100-Ton Source as
Applied to Controls in the Gasoline Storage and Marketing Chain.

FROM G T. Helns, Chief
Control Prograns Operations Branch (MD 15)

TO John L. Hani sch
Mbbi | e Source Em ssions Section, Region |

This is in response to your menorandum of May 22, 1980 requesting
confirmation of the definition of a 100-ton source as applied to controls
in the gasoline storage and marketing chain.

As stated in previous determ nations of 100 tons/year sources (see
menor andum dat ed Septenber 7, 1978 from Richard G Rhoads to Director, Air
and Hazardous Materials Division, Regions I-X), the potential em ssions
fromall simlar or connected CTG category sources on a facility-w de basis
shoul d be added together to determne if CTG control is required. In the
case of bulk gasoline ternminals, this would be based on potential em ssions
fromtank trucks (using the appropriate emi ssion factor for splash or
subnmerged fill and the |oading rack throughput) as well as potentia
em ssions fromstorage tanks if they are |l ocated on contiguous or adjacent
properties which are owned or operated by the sanme person (or by persons
under common control).

In accordance with the above, the responses to your questions are: (1)
tank truck potential em ssions during |oading operations should be
calcul ated as part of the potential enissions at gasoline |oading
termnals; (2) conpliance with the storage tank CTGs (fixed-roof tanks and
floating-roof tanks) are required at any term nal which has been determ ned
to be a 100-ton/year source and the potential em ssions fromthese tanks
shoul d have been consi dered when this determ nation was nade if the tanks
are located on contiguous or adjacent properties which are owned or
operated by the same person (or persons under conmon control); and (3) a
tank truck certification programis a requirenent only for those urban
areas requesting an extension beyond 1982 to attain the ozone standard
however, the bulk terminal CTGrequires loading into "essentially |eakless"
tank trucks and the States nust include a test nmethod in their regul ations
for certifying that tank trucks are essentially |eakless irregardless of an
ext ensi on beyond 1982.

As indicated above, Item3 is in agreenent w th your understanding
but only "essentially |eakless" trucks may be | oaded at bul k gasoline



termnals if the bulk termnals are greater than 100 tons/year sources.
(See menmorandum June 16, 1980 from Richard G Rhoads, Director, CPDD to
Jack Divita, Chief, Air Prograns Branch, Region VI.)

It is hoped that this will clarify the requirenents necessary for the
determination if a bulk gasoline termnal is a 100-ton/year source. Please
contact Bill Polglase (FTS 629-5251) or TomWIIlians (FTS 629-5226) should
you have any questions.

cc: Chief, Air Branch, Regions I-X
Pet e Hagerty, Region I
Paul Truchan, Region I
Nei | Swanson, Region |11
Doug Cook, Region IV
Di ck Dalton, Region V
Donna Ascenzi, Region VI
Davi d Doyl e, Region VIl
Bil| Bernardo, Region VIII
Tom Rarick, Region IX
Ken Lepic, Region X

* * * THHS IS THE END OF THI S MEMO * * *






